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TABLE A. MINIMUM REQUIRED BMPS FOR CATEGORIES OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT

P uuays o
suoppzeuuss i sjeupwge pue Anpusp

dddMs usweduw) pue dojeancy

Regulatory BMPs

uTle
uspusAnig |jdg Juswepduly pue dojeascy

Good Housekeeping BMPs

(z) uspusaosd vognyod
Jojem ULDys uo seekojdwe wye )

=Aem o 1By puse SpIEK
Uy mjseaa jad jo asods(p pur dn ¥3id

sraiT Esodep yseg vz

sjanpaid Bulues;d encpieTtiruoiy
puz spoygew Kp i Aprinbai dn uze;oy

BAIRLE D SKE LNTuL
o) Apeindes vele abesajsiyanse jredsy)

JEEM ySTAYIRY SEj|p PUC 'UjTjunog
‘eds *jpod Bujuunms jo esodep Apsdosd

18jEM LLCHE
12€100 Wol) svaie eBeays sl jauold

srwsr Bupgizd desms Aumndod

(2) younI uDREDLY JBAD LRI

sallizyasip JejEm
AUSJS-UGY WY BRI LUDIS JI8j81S

Juana mapEedas Duuiciuew Ag
uG{Eale WAL bvest padeavpur Ruitid

Poliufian Pravention IMPs

asn sedpyeppised efcuew Ljiodai.d

10 "afiezogs (EpAE RUER um
10) nBeufis uousAL LaNYoY BR|ALLA

ap3iyeA pigRIadow]
eping ;o ssodsip Apsedord pur sy

S{THEJTL ENORIETL
15 Buppueysi jumanid &) Lojusaug
£18P-0-dN LBHUITL BUB SI3UIRLDS [sqc )

sumnjod
a8EajuI PINO3 JEL) BBRIANSE JooHING
Aur seyiesm Aip Bupnp smpeyog

sEum Ly
snopuTIEy j0 BTodsip pue aiois Apedold

Cenlalnment BMPs

S8R JO N HEUUT dao)y

s
useid jo evodwp pure nios Apodoidg

srwe pazubisag
Uy juswdinbe pur sspapyas yIeay

“ajgEyAr]
Apew juswdinbe Jojjwis Jo WILINIEA
jom pue sjEusiEw dauzep s vjsuERg

spoueul
Ap g spds dn usepa

sujum
ysim jo ssesoud jo esodsip Ajindoi 4

wayeds Linjues o] alleyssn
PUE £100pRU) 218 *HEW 00y use;y

stdsrores) 120123 @) <3 ‘sued dizp aspy

SEpsRw snoprvy Bupogs §) sppdy
Y3ED 0] JUiEUes Urpuoaes opiaodd

3

M

.J

Priority Sources

Commerciai Categories - Fixed Lecation (2007 Permit)

i. Automobile repair, mainlenance,

{ueling, or cleaning

Airplane repair, maintenance,

{ueling, or cloaning

Boal repair, mainlenance,

fueling, or cleaning

iv. Equipment repair,

maintenance, fusling, or cleaning

v. Automobile and olhar vehice

body repair or painting

vil. Aulomobile (or olher vehicle)
parking lals and slorage facil

Retail or wholesale fueling

x. Enling or drinking

establishmants, including food

markels

xii, Cement mixing or cutling, xi

Painting, xiv Masonry
xv. Balanical or zoological

gardens and exh

xvi. Landscaping, xvii. Nurseries
and Greenhouses, xvili, Goll

courses, parks and recrealion

ps, Xix, Cameleries

xxi. Marinas

xxiil. Building malenal retaiiers

and storage

Mobile (2007 Permit)

Commercial Categories -

vi. Mobile automabile or other

vehicle washing

ix. Pest conlrol services

x1. Mobile campet, drape or

Tumnilure cleaning

xx. Peol and founlain cleaning

xxii, Porlable sanilary services
xxv, Power washing services

Industrial Categories {2007 Permit)
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Scrapyards, Ballery Reclaimers,
Salvage Yards, Maolor Vehicle

rity Sources

Landlills, Lend Applicatian Sites,
Steam Electric Power Generaling

Disposal, Storage and Recovery
and Open Dumps

Hazardous Wasle Treatment,
Facilities

Oismantlers, Waste Recycling

Oil and Gas Mining Faci
Facilities)

Manufacturing Facilities

Recycling Faci

(2) Dasignatod BMPs for areas bibutary to 303 (d) sted water bodis, coastal lagoons, and waters on sonsifiva tands

Hates: {1) City Enforcoment Officer coutd requin any cf thesn measures at any locations ol his specific discraton

Transportation Facililies (Vehicle

|Mainlenance, Equipment
Household Hazardous Waste

Cleaning, Airport Deicing)
Peslicide/Fertilizer Use
Poaol and fountain cleaning

Sewage or Wi
Home Improvements {.g.

Treatment Works
Residential Activities
Vehicle Maintenance
Londscape Maintenance
painling, coaling)
Power washing

Pet Management

Car Washing




INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Date: August 3, 2007

Project Number: 134590

Urban Runoff Management

Name of Project: Plans

IL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

The purpose of the Initial Study is to identify the potential for significant environmental impacts
which could be associated with a project pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA
Guidelines. In addition, the Initial Study provides the lead agency with information, which forms
the basis for deciding whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report, Negative Declaration,
or Mitigated Negative Declaration. This Checklist provides a means to facilitate early
environmental assessment. However, subsequent to this preliminary review, modifications to the
project may mitigate adverse impacts. All answers of “yes” and “maybe” indicate that there is a
potential for significant environmental impacts, and these determinations are explained in
Section IV of the Initial Study.

Yes Maybe No

I. AESTHETICS / NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER — Would the proposal
result in:

A. The obstruction of any vista or scenic view
from a public viewing area? X

The following activity types contained in the
plans would not result in the construction of
above-ground structures and, therefore. would
not obstruct views: water quality monitoring
and pollutant source characterization:
education, training. and outreach: inspection,
investigation, and enforcement; good
housekeeping BMPs: land use planning; Storm
Water Standards Manual Update: and other
non-structural projects. The following activity
type may result in above-ground structures:
capital improvement projects. However. it is
anticipated that these structures would be
improvements to existing City streets, parks
(underground), parking lots, and the storm
drain system and, therefore, would not obstruct
views.




Yes Mavbem‘

The creation of a negative aesthetic site or
project?

No

See LA

Project bulk, scale, materials, or styles which
would be incompatible with surrounding
development?

See I.A. The capital improvement projects
would be integrated into existing City streets,
parks (underground). parking lots. and the
storm drain system.

Substantial alteration to the existing character
of the area?

See I.C.

The loss of any distinctive or landmark tree(s),
or a stand of mature trees?

See LA. It is anticipated that no distinctive or
landmark trees or a stand of mature would be
affected by the capital improvement projects
since these projects would be within existing
City streets, parks (underground). parking lots,
and the storm drain system.

Substantial change in topography or ground
surface relief features?

See [.A. The capital improvement projects

would be integrated into current City streets,
parks (underground). parking lots, and the
storm drain system. Excavations in the right of
way would be backfilled. and the ground
surface and topography would be returned to
their original state.




Yes Mavbe‘_d

G. The loss, covering, or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features, such as a
natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock outcrop,
or hillside with a slope in excess of 25
percent?

No

See L.F. The capital improvement projects
would improve existing City streets, parks

(underground). parking lots. and the storm
drain system and would not require the
modification of unigue geologic or physical
features.

H. Substantial light or glare?

The activity types would not produce light or
glare.

I.  Substantial shading of other properties?

See LA,

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES / NATURAL RESOURCES / MINERAL

RESOURCES — Would the proposal result in:

A. The loss of availability of a known mineral
resource (e.g., sand or gravel) that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the
State?

The capital improvement projects would be
within existing City streets, parks. parking lots.
and the storm drain system. which are not
suitable sites for sand and/or gravel extraction.

B. The conversion of agricultural land to non-
agricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural land?

The plans contain activity types to be
implemented within urbanized areas and (for
water quality monitoring) local water bodies.
No agricultural land would be impaired or
converted to non-agricultural use.




Yes Mavbé“

I11. AIR QUALITY — Would the proposal:

A.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

No

See I.A. Construction of the capital
improvement projects would not conflict with
the State Implementation Plan or other local
air quality plans given standard construction
practices to be in place, such as stockpile
protection and daily sweeping of work area. to
ensure air quality standards would not be
violated. The improvements to City streets.
parks (underground). parking lots, and the

storm drain system would not affect air quality
during operation.

Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Grading equipment and procedures would
comply with Air Pollution Control District
(APCD) regulations and would not violated
any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation due to standard construction
practices. such as regular maintenance of air
filters on construction equipment and shut
down of engines if idling is anticipated to be
more than five minutes. See ITI.A.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

Sensitive receptors that may be impacted by
implementation of the plans are primarily
residents and businesses. The activity types
would not generate substantial air pollutants
during implementation. See IIILA and IIL.B.




Yes Mavbem‘

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

No

Diesel exhaust from construction equipment
would be minor and temporary. The activity
types in the plans would not produce odors.

Exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate
Matter 10 (dust)?

Temporary minor dust generation during
srading and construction of capital

improvement projects would be subject to
APCD regulations and is not anticipated to
exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate
Matter 10 because of the implementation of
standard construction practices. such as daily
sweeping of work area and moistening of
exposed soils. Other than during construction
of capital improvement projects,
implementation of the activity types in the
plans would not generate dust.

Alter air movement in the area of the project?

Implementation of the activity types in the
plans would not alter air movement.

Cause a substantial alteration in moisture or
temperature, or any change in climate, either
locally or regionally?

Implementation of the activity types in the
plans would not affect climatic conditions.




Yes Maybe No

Iv. BIOLOGY - Would the proposal result in:

A. A reduction in the number of any unique, rare,
endangered, sensitive, or fully protected
species of plants or animals? X

The capital improvement projects would be

integrated into existing City streets. parks
(underground). parking lots. and the storm

drain system and would not affect habitats or
species with special status. Implementation of

the other activity types in the plans would
occur in urbanized areas and would not
involve permanent structures and, therefore.
would not result in the reduction of plants or
animals with special status.

B. A substantial change in the diversity of any
species of animals or plants? X

See IV.A.

C. The introduction of invasive species of plants
into the area? X

Native and naturalized plants species would be
used to vegetate planter boxes that would be
part of some of the capital improvement
projects within existing City streets. No
invasive species would be planted.

D. Interference with the movement of any
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors? X

Only the activity tvpe of periodic water quality
monitoring and pollutant source
characterization may potentially involve
implementation within wildlife corridors.
Because this activity type does not involve
permanent structures or large numbers of
people at one time, it is anticipated that it
would not interfere with wildlife movement.




Yes Maybe No

E. An impact to a sensitive habitat, including, but
not limited to, streamside vegetation, aquatic,
riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scrub, or
chaparral? X

See IV.D.

F. An impact on City, State, or federally
regulated wetlands (including, but not limited
to, coastal salt marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption or other means? X

See IV.D. Implementation of the activity types
in the plans would not affect wetlands.

G. Conflict with the provisions of the City’s
Multiple Species Conservation Program,
Subarea Plan; or other approved local,
regional, or State habitat conservation plan? X

See IV.A and IV.D.

ENERGY — Would the proposal:

A. Result in the use of excessive amounts of fuel
or energy (e.g., natural gas)? X

Construction of the capital improvement
projects within existing City streets. parks
(underground). parking lots. and the storm
drain system would involve typical amounts of
fuel and energy. No significant impacts to
energy, fuel, or power are anticipated during
implementation of the other activity tvpes in

the plans.

B. Result in the use of excessive amounts of
power? X

See V.A.



Yes Mavybe

VI. GEOLOGY / SOILS — Would the proposal:

A.

Expose people or property to geologic hazards,
such as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides,
ground failure, or similar hazards?

No

The watershed activities include various types
of capital improvement projects that may
construct infiltration strips and boxes within
existing City streets. parks (underground), and
parking lots. Excessive infiltration has the
potential to damage nearby street. sidewalk,
and building improvements but would result in
significant impacts. See the Initial Study
discussion.

Result in a substantial increase in wind or
water erosion of soils, either on or off the site?

Dust control and soil erosion prevention
measures. such as stockpile protection and
sand/pravel bag barriers during construction of

the capital improvement projects would keep

airborne dust and water erosion of soils to a

minimum. All activity types, including the

capital improvement projects. are not
anticipated to result in erosion during

implementation/operation.

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

See VI.A.



VIL HISTORICAL RESOURCES — Would the proposal result in:

A.

Yes

St

Maybe

The alteration or destruction of a prehistoric or
historic archaeological site?

No

Potential project areas include portions of the
City known for high historical resource
sensitivity, such as the La Jolla Shores area.
Los Pefiasquitos. and Mission Valley. See the
Initial Study for further discussion.

Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a
prehistoric or historic building, structure,
object, or site?

See VILA.

Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to an
architecturally significant building, structure,
or object?

The activity type of capital improvement

projects includes construction of infiltration
strips and boxes/vaults within existing City

streets., parks (underground). and parking lots.

Excessive infiltration has the potential to
damage nearby street, sidewalk. and building

improvements. See the Initial Study for further
discussion.

Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses
within the potential impact area?

See VII.A.

The disturbance of any human remains,
including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Although construction of the capital
improvement projects would occur in existing

City streets. parks (underground). and parking

lots, there is the potential to disturb
undiscovered human remains. See VILA.




Yes Maybe No

VIII. HUMAN HEALTH / PUBLIC SAFETY / HAZARDOUS MATERIALS —
Would the proposal:

A. Create any known health hazard (excluding
mental health)? X

Implementation of the activity types, including
construction and operation of the capital
improvement projects, is not anticipated to
create a health hazard.

B. Expose people or the environment to a
significant hazard through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? X

Minor amounts of hazardous materials, such as
fuel, would be transported only during
construction of the capital improvements

projects.

C. Create a future risk of an explosion or the
release of hazardous substances (including, but
not limited to, gas, oil, pesticides, chemicals,
radiation, or explosives)? X

See VIIL.B. Implementation of the activity

types. including operation of the capital
improvement projects, would not require the
use of hazardous substances.

D. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan? X

The activity type of other non-structural
projects includes targeted street sweeping,
which would involve modifying street
sweeping frequencies and routes to target
specific pollutants on City streets.
Coordination with the General Services
Department/Street Division would minimize

impacts to traffic and emergency response

times.

-10-



Yes Maybeﬁ

Be located on a site which is included on a list

of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, create a significant hazard to the public

or environment?

No

Implementation of the capital improvement
projects would occur within existing City
streets. parks (underground). and parking
already and regularly used by the public for
transportation and recreation and would not be
in areas known for hazardous material sites.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

See VIII.C.

IX. HYDROLOGY / WATER QUALITY — Would the proposal result in:

A,

An increase in pollutant discharges, including
downstream sedimentation, to receiving waters
during or following construction? Consider
water quality parameters, such as temperature-
dissolved oxygen, turbidity, and other typical
storm water quality.

The activity types would be implemented to
improve and protect water quality. Standard
storm water BMPs would be used during
construction of the capital improvement

projects.

An increase in impervious surfaces and
associated increased runoff?

The capital improvement projects would
reduce impervious surfaces and associated
increased runoff through infiltration.

-11-



Yes

Mavbé"‘

Substantial alteration to on- and off-site
drainage patterns due to changes in runoff flow
rates or volumes?

No

Although the capital improvement projects
would reduce runoff flow rates and volumes
through infiltration. substantial alteration to
drainage patterns are not anticipated due to
projected wide spacing between the projects.

Discharge of identified pollutants to an already
impaired water body (as listed on the Clean
Water Act Section 303(d) list)?

The activity types would be implemented to

improve and protect water quality, including

that of water bodies on the 303(d) list.

A potentially significant adverse impact on
groundwater quality?

Only minor amounts of water would infiltrate
into the ground via the infiltration projects and
are not anticipated to reach the groundwater
table. Infiltration projects would be designed
to allow for bypassing of urban runoff into the
storm drain system if infiltration capacity is
reached.

A causation of or contribution to an
exceedance of applicable surface or
groundwater receiving water quality obj ectlves
or degradation of beneficial uses?

The activity types would be implemented to
improve and protect water quality. See IX.E.

-12 -



Yes Maybe

X. LAND USE - Would the proposal result in:

A.

A land use which is inconsistent with the
adopted community plan land use designation
for the site, or a conflict with any applicable
land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project?

No

The capital improvement projects would be
integrated into existing City streets, parks
(underground). parking lots, and the storm
drain system and. therefore. would not conflict
with any existing land use policy.
Implementation of the other activity types
would not involve structures and, therefore,
would not conflict any existing land use

policy.

A conflict with the goals, objectives, and
recommendations of the community plan in
which it is located?

See X.A.

=] e



Yes Mavbéd

A conflict with adopted environmental plans,

including applicable habitat conservation plans

adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect for the

area? X

No

The capital improverment projects would be
inteprated into existing City streets. parks

(underground). parking lots, and the storm

drain system and, therefore, would not conflict
with any existing environmental plans.
Implementation of the other activity types
would not involve structures and, therefore.
would not conflict any existing environmental
plans or habitats. Although not considered a
significant impact. the MHPA Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines would be implemented
when future projects are located adjacent to
MHPA areas. No projects. however would be
covered by this document if located within the
MHPA and could result in direct impacts to
resources.

Physically divide an established community?

See X.A.

Land uses which are not compatible with
aircraft accident potential as defined by an
adopted airport Comprehensive Land Use
Plan?

See X.A.

-14 .



XI. NOISE — Would the proposal result in:

A. A significant increase in the existing ambient
noise levels?

Construction activity for the capital
improvement projects would be temporary and
would not significantly increase ambient noise
levels and would not generate operational
noise. Implementation of the other activity
types would not significantly increase ambient
noise levels.

B. Exposure of people to noise levels which
exceed the City’s adopted noise ordinance?

Temporary construction activities required for
the capital improvement projects would not
exceed City noise ordinances, and no
operational noise would occur after
construction. See XI.A.

C. Exposure of people to current or future
transportation noise levels which exceed
standards established in the Transportation
Element of the General Plan or an adopted
airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan?

Implementation of the activity types would not
cause mcreased traffic levels or increase
transportation noise levels.

XII. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the
proposal impact a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature?

Potential project areas include portions of the
City potentially underlain by geologic units of
high paleontological resource sensitivity, such
as the La Jolla Shores area. Los Pefiasquitos.

and Mission Valley. See the Initial Study for
further discussion

Yes Mavbeg

No




Yes Mavbé“

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the proposal:

A. Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g.,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Implementation of the activity types would not
extend infrastructure or involve the
construction of dwellings or businesses.

B. Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

The capital improvement projects would be
integrated into existing City streets, parks
(underground). parking lots. and the storm
drain system. No existing housing would be

displaced.

C. Alter the planned location, distribution,
density, or growth rate of the population of an
area?

No such alterations would occur.

-16 -



Yes Maybe—“ No

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the proposal have an effect upon or result in a
need for new or altered governmental services in any of the following areas:

A. Fire protection? X

Parking lots at municipal facilities (e.g., fire
and police stations, parks, and streets) are
potential sites for some of the capital
improvement projects identified in the plans.
Any implementation of these project types at
those facilities would be coordinated with the
partnering department to ensure delivery of
services is not significantly impacted.
Required traffic control plans would ensure
that emergency access remains open at all
times during construction of the capital
improvement projects in City streets.
Implementation of the other activity tvpes
would not result in the need for any new or
altered government services.

B. Police protection? X
See XIV.A.

C. Schools? X
See XIV.A.

D. Parks or other recreational facilities? X
See XIV.A.

E. Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads? X
See XIV.A.

F. Other governmental services? X
See XIV.A.

-17 -



Yes Mavb e No

XV. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES — Would the proposal:

A

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and

regional parks or other recreational facilities

such that substantial physical deterioration of

the facilities would occur or be accelerated? X

Implementation of the activity types would not
increase the use of existing parks or other

recreational activities or require the

construction of new recreational facilities.

Include recreational facilities or require the

construction or expansion of recreational

facilities which might have an adverse physical

effect on the environment? X

See XV A,

XVI. - TRANSPORTATION / CIRCULATION — Would the proposal result in:

Ay

Traffic generation in excess of specific
community plan allocation? X

Implementation of the activity types would
generate traffic only during construction of the

capital improvement projects. Such traffic
generation would be mentoring during
deliveries of equipment and materials,
construction employee travel to and from the
work site, and hauling of excavation material
off site. This temporary minor traffic
generation would not alter or add traffic in
excess of specific community plan allocations.

An increase in projected traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system? X

No long-term increase in traffic generation
would occur as a result of implementation of
the activity tvpes. The temporary traffic
increase during project construction would be
insubstantial in relation to existing traffic in
the project areas.

-18-



Yes Mavbe_

An increased demand for off-site parking?

No

Implementation of the capital improvement
projects would result in minimal and
temporary off-site parking demand during
construction only. Implementation of the
targeted street sweeping would involve
modifying current street sweeping frequencies
and routes as regularly done by the General
Services Department/Street Division to
maximize efficiencies and resources.
Coordination with the General Services
Department/Street Division would minimize
impacts to street parking.

Effects on existing parking?

During construction of the capital
improvement projects, Traffic Control Plans

(TCPs) would address temporary loss of
existing parking in the immediate construction
areas during work on surface streets and the
storm drain system. This impact would not be
significant. Any permanent loss of parking
along streets because of the installation of
infiltration strips and planters would be
minimal and not significant. See XVI.C.,

Substantial impact upon existing or planned
transportation systems?

TCPs would be prepared to coordinate
construction traffic flows and minimize
disruptive impacts to the surrounding vicinities
during implementation of the capital
improvement projects. No changes to
long-term traffic patterns would result from
implementation of any of the activity tvpes.

Alterations to present circulation movements,
including effects on existing public access to
beaches, parks, or other open space areas?

See XVILE.

-19 -



Yes Maybe No

G. Increase in traffic hazards for motor vehicles,
bicyclists, or pedestrians due to a proposed
non-standard design feature (e.g., poor sight
distance or driveway onto an access-restricted
roadway)? X

TCPs would address potential traffic hazards
during construction of the capital improvement
projects, which would be integrated into
existing City streets and parking lots and the
storm drain system and, therefore. would not
cause traffic hazards during operation.
Implementation of the other activity types
would not result in an increase in traffic
hazards.

H. A conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation
modes (e.g., bus turnout, bicycle racks, etc.)? X

Implementation of the activity types would not
conflict with adopted policies, plans. or
programs supporting alternative transportation
modes.

XVIL.  UTILITIES — Would the proposal result in a need for new systems or require
substantial alterations to existing utilities, including:

A. Natural gas? X

Implementation of the activity types. including
the improvements to existing City streets.
parks (underground), parking lots. and the
storm drain system, would not require use of
utilities per se and would be constructed to

avoid impacts to existing utilities.

B. Communication systems? X
See XVILA.

C. Water? X
See XVILA.



Yes Mavbe‘_a

Sewer?

No

See XVILA.

Storm water drainage?

Construction of the capital improvement
projects would improve the storm drain

sSystem.

Solid waste disposal?

Solid waste disposal would be required for
implementing the targeted street sweeping as
part of the activity type of other non-structural
projects. However, because targeted street
sweeping would be in lieu of existing street
sweeping in the targeted areas. no significant
impacts to solid waste disposal servicesis

anticipated.

XVIII. WATER CONSERVATION - Would the proposal result in:

A.

Use of excessive amounts of water?

During construction of the capital
improvement projects, minor amounts of water
would be used to dampen exposed dirt areas to
control dust and wash excess dirt off

construction equipment. Implementation of the
project types would not require use of

excessive amounts of water, if any at all.
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Yes Maybe  No

B. Landscaping which is predominantly non-
drought resistant vegetation? X

Native or naturalized plant species would be
used to vegetate planter boxes that would be
part of some of the capital improvement
projects within existing City streets.
Revegetation after construction is not
anticipated to be needed for projects within
existing City streets and parking lots and the
storm drain system. Landscaping would be
restored to preconstruction conditions for
underground projects in parks.

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

A. Does the project have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory? X

Implementation of mitigation measures would

reduce all impacts to below a level of
significance. See the Initial Study for further

discussion.

B. Does the project have the potential to achieve
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term impact on
the environment is one which occurs in a
relatively brief, definitive period of time, while
long-term impacts would endure well into the
future.) X

No long-term impacts to the environment are
anticipated.




Yes Mayb e‘-

Does the project have impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (A project may impact on two or
more separate resources where the impact on
each resource is relatively small, but where the
effect of the total of those impacts on the
environment is significant.)

No

The following activity types contained in the
plans would not directly result in the
construction of above-ground structures and,
therefore, would not significant impacts: water
quality monitoring and pollutant source
characterization; education, training, and
outreach; inspection, investigation, and
enforcement; good housekeeping BMPs: land
use planning: Storm Water Standards Manual
Update; and other non-structural projects. The
following activity type may result in
above-ground structures: capital improvement
projects. However. it is anticipated that these
structures would be improvements to existing
City streets, parks (underground). parking lots,
and the storm drain system and be widely
spaced throughout the City and. therefore,
would not result in significant cumulative

impacts.

Does the project have environmental effects
which would cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

The activity types would be implemented to
improve and protect water quality, which

would benefit human beings.
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

REFERENCES

Aesthetics / Neighborhood Character

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

Community Plan.

Local Coastal Plan.

Agricultural Resources / Natural Resources / Mineral Resources
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey — San Diego Area, California, Parts I
and II, 1973.

California Department of Conservation — Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral
Land Classification.

Division of Mines and Geology, Special Report 153 — Significant Resources Maps.

Site-Specific Report:

Air -N/A
California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs) 1990.
Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) — APCD.

Site-Specific Report:

Biology

City of San Diego, Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan,
1997.

City of San Diego, MSCP, “Vegetation Communities with Sensitive Species and
Vemal Pools” maps, 1996.

City of San Diego, MSCP, “Multi-Habitat Planning Area” maps, 1997.

Community Plan — Resource Element.



California Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity Database, “State
and Federally-Listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California,” January
2001.

California Department of Fish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database, “State
and Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of California,” January 2001.

_X  City of San Diego Land Development Code Biology Guidelines.

___ Site-Specific Report:

Vi Energy - N/A

VI Geology/Soils

_X  City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study.

_ U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey — San Diego Area, California, Parts I
and II, December 1973 and Part III, 1975.

__ Site-Specific Report:

VIIL. Historical Resources

_X  City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines.

_X  City of San Diego Archaeology Library.

_____ Historical Resources Board List.

__ Community Historical Survey:

__ Site-Specific Report:

VIII. Human Health / Public Safety / Hazardous Materials - N/A

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment Listing, 1996.
San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division.
FAA Determination.

Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List)
Department of Toxic Substances Control
<http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/database/Calsites/Cortese List.cfm?county=37>.

o



State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized
1995.

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

Site-Specific Report:

Hydrology/Water Quality
Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), National Flood Insurance Program
— Flood Boundary and Floodway Map.

Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list, dated May 19, 1999
<http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/303d_lists.html>.

Land Use

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

City of San Diego Zoning Maps.

FAA Determination.

Noise - N/A

Community Plan.

San Diego International Airport — Lindbergh Field CNEL Maps.
Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps.
Montgomery Field CNEL Maps.

San Diego Association of Governments — San Diego Regional Average Weekday
Traffic Volumes.

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG.
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

Site-Specific Report:
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XII.

XTII.

Paleontological Resources
City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines.

Demére, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, “Paleontological Resources City of San
Diego,” Department of Paleontology San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996.

Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, “Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan
Area, California. Del Mar, La Jolla, Point Loma, La Mesa, Poway, and SW 1/4
Escondido 7 1/2 Minute Quadrangles,” California Division of Mines and Geology
Bulletin 200, Sacramento, 1975.

Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, “Geology of National City, Imperial Beach and
Otay Mesa Quadrangles, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area, California,” Map
Sheet 29, 1977.

Site-Specific Report:

Population / Housing - N/A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Series 8 Population Forecasts, SANDAG.

Other:

Public Services - N/A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Recreational Resources - N/A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Department of Park and Recreation.

City of San Diego — San Diego Regional Bicycling Map.

Additional Resources:

Transportation / Circulation - N/A

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.



Community Plan.
San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG.
San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Volumes, SANDAG.

Site-Specific Report:

XVII. Utilities - N/A

XVIII. Water Conservation - N/A

Sunset Magazine, New Western Garden Book. Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: Sunset

Magazine.

XIX. Other

X Development Services Department. CEQA Significance Determination Thresholds,
January 2007.






